The authors would like to correct a series of errors printed in the above paper. Due to a mistake in a table of official figures with respect to land use in the UK, the figure used for the acreage of oilseed rape produced for Scotland should have been '35 780 ha' and not '398 720 ha' (Table 4) . Thus data quoted in the "Results" section of this paper that include this erroneous data (i.e. any "Scottish data" or "total UK" data) are also erroneous by an order of magnitude. Data in the last three lines of the following tables should now read as follows.
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Overall, this does not affect the main conclusions of the paper. However, the "Abstract" should now state that the value of the crop (if stem canker and light leaf spot were effectively controlled) was predicted to increase by £2.5 M in Scotland (rather than £28 M) by 2050 under a high emissions scenario and that under the same scenario, UK disease losses were predicted to increase by £30 M (rather than £50 M). 
